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should contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TDD). 

 
To file a complaint of discrimination, write to USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 

Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410, or call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or 
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280.1 

 

 

 

 

280.2 

 

 

 

280.3 

280.4 

 

 

 

280.5 

280.6 

280.7 

280.8 

 

280.9 

280.10 

280.11 

 

 

 

280.1 - Section 2.4.1 discloses the no actions alternative that would 

project wilderness character but also notes that holders of valid 

mining claims have a legal right to develop their claims and a 

reasonable plan of operations must be identified and approved.   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 

 

280.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 

 

280.3 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 and the Central Idaho Wilderness Act 

of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest Service management of 

this area.  The relationship between the Wilderness Act and 

development of mineral resources is addressed in Section 1.5 (page 

1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  Clearly work to 

development mineral resources in the Wilderness will impact that 

resource and have a degrading effect on the Wilderness.  This is 

indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – respecting the 

claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate mineral 

development while protecting the Wilderness environment as also 

mandated by law.  

 

280.4 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects. 

 

280.5 - The project proponents are exercising valid existing rights 

under the terms of a court decision.  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses 

the purpose and need for the project. 
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280.6 - The project proponents are exercising valid existing rights 

under the terms of a court decision.  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses 

the purpose and need for the project including discussions on limits 

to FS authority for denying a reasonable plan of operations. 

 

280.7 - Clearly work to develop mineral resources in the Wilderness 

will impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment.  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  

 

280.8 - The Forest Service agrees. Section 1.5 describes the purpose 

and need for this project.  The purpose of this project is to allow a 

mining claimant to collect information in advance of a new validity 

determination by the federal government. 

 

280.9 - The Forest Service bonds for the full cost of reclamation. The 

FEIS does not provide bonding costs in the NEPA document since 

those costs cannot be calculated until an alternative is selected and 

a final plan of operation developed.  

 

Current Forest Service regulations and policy do not require the 

disclosure of reclamation bonds in NEPA documents. Including bond 

estimates in NEPA decisions would be premature. The NEPA analysis 

includes addressing mitigation and monitoring measures that 

typically require bonding but are not finalized until the NEPA 

decision is made. Once the authorized officer makes a NEPA 

decision, the mitigation measures are incorporated by the operator 

into their plan of operations. The plan is then reviewed by the Forest 

Minerals Staff and Specialists, finalized, and the bond calculation is 

prepared. The final plan is approved contingent upon the operator’s 

submission and the Forest’s acceptance of the bond. 

 

280.10 - Section 2.4.4 of EIS includes PDFs for mobilization and 

demobilization within the wilderness. 
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280.11 - The FS is unaware of specific mandate to restore Wilderness 

conditions to those existing in 1980.  Page 2-2 of the FC-RONRW 

Management Plan under Desired Future Conditions:  “Preserving the 

wilderness character of the FC-RONRW is the overriding goal of the 

CIWA legislation and management. …Wilderness managers and 

users make efforts to prevent degradation of wilderness resources 

and to restore the wilderness values if they have been degraded 

beyond the intent of the law.”  Page 2-43 in the FC-RONRW Plan 

Standards and Guidelines #2.  Reasonable access will be located to 

have the least lasting impact in wilderness values.  To accomplish 

this, the use of motorized access by ground or air to claims shall be 

authorized only when proven essential.  Road, trail, bridge, or aircraft 

landing area construction or improvements is limited to those clearly 

identified as essential to the operation.”   

 

The project record addresses the need to preserve the Wilderness 

environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the legal 

mandate to permit  activities  which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) for the 

purposes of mineral development activities that are both 

reasonable and feasible.  

 

There is no mining proposed. 
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280.12 

 

280.12 - Section 2.4.2.1 and 2.4.3.1 of the EIS disclose the needed 

Forest Plan amendments.  Section 3.11 of the EIS discloses the direct, 

indirect, and cumulative effects to the scenic environment.   

 

**This letter is a form letter that was sent in response to the request for 

comment.  Responses documented here will not be repeated 

elsewhere in this document.  However, in many cases commenters 

brought forward new concerns or thoughts on the project.  In those 

cases the new thoughts and concerns were addressed but  the form 

responses were not reiterated. 
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281.1 

 

281.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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282.1 

 

282.1 - Your title and reference is noted. 
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283.1 

 

283.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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284.1 

 

284.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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285.1 

 

 

 

 

285.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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286.1 

 

286.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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287.1 

 

287.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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288.1 

 

288.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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289.1 

 

289.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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290.1 

 

290.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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291.1 

 

291.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  599 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

292.1 

 

292.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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293.1 

 

293.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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294.1 
 

294.1– Wildlife encroachment into the urban interface is outside the 

scope of this project. 
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295.1 

 

295.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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296.1 

 

296.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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297.1 

 

297.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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298.1 

 

 

 

298.2 

 

 

298.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

298.2 - The environmental degradation caused by past mining 

endeavors and other current proposals is outside the scope of this 

project. 
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299.1 

 

299.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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300.1 

 

300.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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301.1 

 

 

301.2 

 

 

301.1 - The FC-RONR Wilderness does represent a unique wilderness 

experience to those fortunate enough to visit.   

 

301.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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302.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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302.1 
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303.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

Chapter 2 of the EIS discloses those activities being proposed under 

action alternatives.   No commercial or residential development is 

being proposed. 
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303.1 
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304.1 

 

304.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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305.1 

305.2 

 

305.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

305.2 - The current means of valuing gold or amounts in circulation 

are outside the scope of this project. 
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306.1 

 

 

 

306.2 

 

306.1 - The FC-RONR Wilderness does represent a unique wilderness 

experience to those fortunate enough to visit.  - As noted throughout 

the EIS, protection and propagation of Wilderness is mandated by 

the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central Idaho Wilderness Act of 

1980 which is the underpinning of Forest Service management of this 

area.  The relationship between the Wilderness Act and 

development of mineral resources is addressed in Section 1.5 (page 

1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  Clearly work to 

development mineral resources in the Wilderness will impact that 

resource and have a degrading effect on the Wilderness.  This is 

indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – respecting the 

claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate mineral 

development while protecting the Wilderness environment as also 

mandated by law.  

 

 

306.2 - We understand that exploration is not permitted in 

Congressionally designate Wilderness.  
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306.3 

 

 

306.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

No mining is proposed. 
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307.1 

 

307.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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308.1 

 

308.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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309.1 

 

309.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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310.1 

 

310.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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311.1 

 

311.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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312.1 

 

 

 

312.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

  

Section 2.4.1 of the EIS describes the No Action Alternative and the 

Forrest Service’s inability to select that alternative. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

640   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

313.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

313.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

313.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The FC-RONR Wilderness does represent a unique wilderness 

experience to those fortunate enough to visit.   

 

313.2 - No mining is proposed. 

 

313.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

You are currently on our emailing list for future emailings including 

the distribution of the FEIS and ROD. 
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313.3 
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314.1 

 

314.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The FC-RONR Wilderness does represent a unique wilderness 

experience to those fortunate enough to visit.   
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315.1 

 

315.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness, as defined and mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act 

and the Central Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980, is the underpinning of 

Forest Service management of this area.  The relationship between 

the Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is 

addressed in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 

3-11– 3-12).  Clearly work to development mineral resources in the 

Wilderness will impact that resource and have a degrading effect 

on the Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management 

dilemma – respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of 

legitimate mineral development while protecting the Wilderness 

environment.  
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316.1 

 

316.1 - The replanting of Colorado’s burned areas is outside the 

scope of this project. 
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317.1 

 

317.1- Section 3.3 of the EIS describes the project’s effects to 

wilderness character. 
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318.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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318.1 
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319.1 

 

319.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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320.1 

 

320.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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321.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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321.1 
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322.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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322.1 
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323.1 

 

323.2 

 

323.1 - The FC-RONR Wilderness does represent a unique wilderness 

experience to those fortunate enough to visit. 

 

323.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 

 

323.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

You are currently on our emailing list for future emailings including 

the distribution of the FEIS and ROD. 
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323.3 
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324.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

324.2 

 

324.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

324.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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325.1 

 

325.1 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project. Section 2.4.2 describes the proposed action. 
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326.1 

 

326.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12). 

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment.  
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327.1 

 

327.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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328.1 

 

 

 

328.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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329.1 

 

329.1- Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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330.1 

 

330.1- Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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331.1 

 

331.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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332.1 

 

332.1 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project. Section 2.4.2 describes the proposed action. 
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333.1 

 

331.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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334.1 

 

334.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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335.1 

 

335.1 – No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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336.1 Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project  
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336.1 
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337.1 

 

337.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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338.1 

 

338.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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339.1 

 

339.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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340.1 

 

340.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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341.1 

 

341.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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342.1 -n Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses the project’s effects to various 

resources. 
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342.1 
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343.1 

 

343.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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344.1 

 

344.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandate by law.   
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345.1 

 

345.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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346.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project. 
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346.1 
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347.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses the effects of the project on various 

resources. 
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348 
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348.1 

 

348.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandate by law.   
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349.1 

 

349.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  711 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

712   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

350.1 

 

350.2 

 

350.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

350.2 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project. Section 2.4.2 describes the proposed action. 
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351 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

351.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

351.2 – Thank you for your comment. 
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351.1 

351.2 
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352.1 

 

352.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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353.1 

 

353.1 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project. Section 2.4.2 describes the proposed action. 
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354.1 

 

354.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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355.1 

 

355.1 - The comment is outside the scope of the project. 
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356.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 

 

Section 2.4.1 of the EIS describes the No Action Alternative and the 

Forest Service’s inability to select this alternative. 
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357.1 

 

357.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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358.1 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

358.2 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects. 
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358.2 
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359.1 

359.2 

 

359.1 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project. Section 2.4.2 describes the proposed action. 

 

359.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).   
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360.1 
 

360.1 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project. Section 2.4.2 describes the proposed action. 

 

360.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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361.1 

 

361.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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362.1 

 

362.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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363.1 

 

363.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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364.1 

 

364.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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365.1 

 

365.1 – No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  743 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

744   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

366.1 

 

366.1 – No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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367.1 

 

367.1 – no new identified points – form letter 
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368.1 

 

368.1 – no new identified points – form letter 
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369.1 

 

369.1– no new identified points – form letter 
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370.1 

 

370.1– no new identified points – form letter 
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371.1 

 

371.1– no new identified points – form letter 
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372.1 

 

372.1 – no new identified points – form letter 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  757 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

758   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

373.1 

 

373.1 – no new identified points – form letter 
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374.1 
 

374.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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375.1 

 

367.1 – no new identified points – form letter 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  763 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

764   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

376.1 

 

376.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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377.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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378.1 

 

378.1– no new points identified in this version of form letter 
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379.1 

 

379.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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380.1 

 

380.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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381.1 

 

381.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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382.1 

 

382.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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  Response to Comments 

 

778   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

 

  

 

 

 

 

383.1 

 

383.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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384.1 

 

384.1 - The statement is correct. 
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385.1 - The destruction of the forests are outside the scope of this 

project. 
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385.1 
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386.1  

386.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

784   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 
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387.1 

 

387.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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786   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 
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388.1 

 

 

388.1– No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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389.1 

 

389.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

790   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 
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390.1 

 

390.1– no new points identified in this shortened form letter 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

792   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

391.1 

 

 

 

 

 

391.2 

 

 

 

 

391.3 

 

391.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

391.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 

 

Appendix A of the EIS discloses the past, present, and reasonably 

foreseeable projects. 

 

391.3 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project. Section 2.4.2 describes the proposed action. 
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  Response to Comments 

 

794   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

392.1 

 

392.2 

 

392.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

392.2 – Thank you for your comments. 
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  Response to Comments 

 

796   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

393.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

393.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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  Response to Comments 

 

798   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

394.1 

 

 

394.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  799 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

800   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  801 

  

 

 

 

395.1 

 

395.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

802   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

396.1 

 

396.1 - Threats to National Parks are outside the scope of this project. 
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  Response to Comments 

 

804   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

397.1  

397.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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806   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

398.1 

398.2 

 

398.1 - No tailing or waste rock will be generated as a result of the 

implementing the proposed action. 

 

398.2 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the EDIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects.  Specifically this project would not result in introduction of 

mine tailings into streams. 
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  Response to Comments 

 

808   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

399.1 

 

399.1– No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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400.1 

 

 

 

 

400.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

400.3 

 

400.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 

 

400.2 - Comments noted. 

 

400.3 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

810   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

401.1 

 

401.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  811 

  

402.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

402.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  

w/quote by Edward Abbey 
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812   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 
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403.1 

 

403.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

814   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  815 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

404.1– No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

816   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

404.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  817 

  

405.1 

 

405.1 – No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

818   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

406.1 – Form letter except last line.  California’s legacy mining 

impacts are outside the scope of this project. 
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406.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

820   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

407.1 

 

407.1 – No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  821 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

822   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

408.1 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  823 

  

 

 

 

408.1 

 

408.2 

 

 

 

408.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

824   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

409.1 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project. Section 2.4.2 describes the proposed action. 
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409.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

826   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

410.1 

 

410. 1 - No mining is proposed. 
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  Response to Comments 

 

828   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

411.1 

 

411.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  829 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

830   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

412.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Forest Service bonds for the full cost of reclamation. The FEIS 

does not provide bonding costs in the NEPA document since those 

costs cannot be calculated until an alternative is selected and a 

final plan of operation developed.  

 

Current Forest Service regulations and policy do not require the 

disclosure of reclamation bonds in NEPA documents. Including bond 

estimates in NEPA decisions would be premature. The NEPA analysis 

includes addressing mitigation and monitoring measures that 

typically require bonding but are not finalized until the NEPA 

decision is made. Once the authorized officer makes a NEPA 

decision, the mitigation measures are incorporated by the operator 

into their plan of operations. The plan is then reviewed by the Forest 

Minerals Staff and Specialists, finalized, and the bond calculation is 

prepared. The final plan is approved contingent upon the operator’s 

submission and the Forest’s acceptance of the bond. 
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412.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

832   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

413.1 

413.2 

 

413.1– Thank you for your comment. Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS 

discloses project design features to reduce or eliminate project 

effects including those related to wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS 

discloses the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of the project 

on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 2.5.5 discloses the effects 

determinations for wildlife species.  This project would not result in 

take to ESA listed wildlife species nor would it lead to listing of any 

sensitive wildlife species.  The project record contains a BA and BE 

for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with a may affect, not likely to 

adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

413.2 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  833 

  

 

 

 

 

414.1 

 

414.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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415.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

415.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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416.1 

 

416.1– No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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417.1 

 

 

 

417.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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418.1 

 

418.1– The trust in government agencies is outside the scope of this 

project. 
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419.1 

 

419.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 

 

419.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 

 

Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the effect to wildlife species.  The 

project record includes a wildlife BA. 
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419.2 
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420.1 

 

420.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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421.1 

421.2 

 

421.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

421.2 - Section 2.4.1 of the EIS describes the No Action Alternative 

and the Forest Service’s inability to select that alternative. 
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422.1 

 

422.1 - Comment is outside the scope of the project. 
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423.1 

 

423.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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424.1 

 

424.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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425.1 

 

 

425.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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426.1 

 

426.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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427.1 

 

 

427.2 

 

 

427.1 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects. 

 

427.2 - Comment acknowledged. 
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428.1 

428.2 

 

428.3 

 

 

 

 

428.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  

 

428.2 - The drilling equipment is small, specialized equipment 

designed to minimize surface disturbance. 

 

428.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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429.1 

 

429.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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430.1 

 

430.1 - The relationship between the Wilderness Act and 

development of mineral resources is addressed in Section 1.5 (page 

1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  Clearly work to 

development mineral resources in the Wilderness will impact that 

resource and have a degrading effect on the Wilderness.  This is 

indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – respecting the 

claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate mineral 

development while protecting the Wilderness environment as 

mandated by law.   
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431.1 

431.2 

 

431.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  

 

 

431.2 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project.  
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432.1 

 

 

432.2 

 

 

432.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 

 

Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the Alternatives, including the No 

Action Alternative.  Section 2.6 identifies Alternative C as the 

agencies preferred alternative. 

 

432.2 - Thank you for your comment. 
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433.1 

 

433.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 

 

Mining in Michigan is outside the scope of this project. 

 

Section 2.4.1 describes the No Action Alternative and the Forest 

Service’s inability to select this alternative. 

 

Section 2.3.2 discloses that the Non-mechanized with Access by 

Foot and Pack Stock alternative was eliminated from detailed study. 
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434.1 

 

434.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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435.1 

435.2 

 

435.1 - The relationship between the Wilderness Act and 

development of mineral resources is addressed in Section 1.5 (page 

1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  Clearly work to 

development mineral resources in the Wilderness will impact that 

resource and have a degrading effect on the Wilderness.  This is 

indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – respecting the 

claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate mineral 

development while protecting the Wilderness environment as 

mandated by law.   

 

435.2 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project.  
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436.1 

 

436.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 

 

Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe design features that would 

reduce or prevent undesirable effects.   
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437.1 

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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438.1 

 

438.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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439.1 

439.2 

439.3 

 

439.1 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects. 

  

439.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

439.3 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project.  
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440.1 

440.2 

 

440.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

440.2 - No mining is proposed. 
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441.1 

 

441.1 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project.  
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442.1 

 

 

442.1 - Section 2.4.1 discloses the no actions alternative that would 

project wilderness character but also notes that holders of valid 

mining claims have a legal right to develop their claims and a 

reasonable plan of operations must be identified and approved.   
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443.1 

443.2 

443.3 

 

 

443.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

443.2 – some of these points made in form letter and would not 

need responded to here. No mining is proposed.  Section 2.4.2 and 

section 2.4.3 include descriptions of the projects activities, including 

that mine timbers would be brought in from outside wilderness, but 

borrow material for wilderness activities would be from within the 

wilderness.   Sections 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 of the EIS include 

project PDFs including those intended to minimize impacts to the 

wilderness resource. 

 

443.3 - No mining is proposed.  Responses to concerns in letter 11 

respond to these points. 

 

**This letter is a form letter that was sent in response to the request for 

comment.  Responses documented here will not be repeated 

elsewhere in this document.  However, in many cases commenters 

brought forward new concerns or thoughts on the project.  In those 

cases the new thoughts and concerns were addressed but  the form 

responses were not reiterated. 
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444.1 

 

444.1– these points made in form letter 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

874   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

445.1 

 

 

445.2 

 

445.1 - The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  

 

 

445.2 – same points in form letter 
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446.1 

 

446.1 - Section 2.4.1 discloses the no actions alternative that would 

project wilderness character but also notes that holders of valid 

mining claims have a legal right to develop their claims and a 

reasonable plan of operations must be identified and approved.   
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447.1 

 

447 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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448.1 

448.2 

448.3 

 

 

448.1 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

448.2 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects. 

 

448.3 - The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  
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449.1 

 

449.1 – No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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450.1 

 

450.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 

 

The current legitimacy of the 1872 Mining Act is outside the scope of 

this project. 
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451.1 

 

451.1– Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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452.1 

 

451.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe design features that would 

reduce or prevent undesirable effects. 
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453.1 

 

453.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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454.1 

454.2 

 

454.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 

 

454.2 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project.  
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455.1 

 

455.1- The project does not propose any trail or area closures.  

Section 2.4.4 contains a PDF to ensure that disruptions to public 

access and use of Forest Trail #013 would be avoided or minimized. 
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456.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

456.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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457.1 

 

457.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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458.1 

 

458.1– No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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459.1 

 

 

 

 

459.2 

 

 

459.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 

 

The current legitimacy of the 1872 Mining Act is outside the scope of 

this project. 

 

459.2 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project. Section 2.4.2 describes the proposed action. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  889 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

460.1 

 

460.1 – No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

890   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

461.1 

 

 

 

461.2 

 

 

 

461.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

461.1 - The FC-RONR Wilderness does represent a unique wilderness 

experience to those fortunate enough to visit.   

 

461.2 - Page 3-42 of the DEIS describes the cumulative effects of the 

project.  Five subwatersheds in upper Big Creek were determined to 

be the appropriate scale to analyze cumulative effects, because 

effects at a larger scale would not likely be measureable. 

 

461.3 Points have been addressed in a prior letter and need no 

response here. 
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462.1 

 

 

462.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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463.1 

 

463.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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464.1 

 

464.1– No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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465.1 

 

465.1 Hunteman Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and 

need for the project including discussions on limits to FS authority for 

denying a reasonable plan of operations and requirements under 

the Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible 

with the preservation of the wilderness. 

 

Developing  renewable resources and recycling steel and other 

metals is outside the scope of this proposal. 
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466.1 

 

466.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment. 
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467.1 

 

467.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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468.1 

 

468.1 – No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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469.1 

 

469.1 - Comment noted. 
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470.1 

 

 

470.2 

 

470.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

470.2 - Comment noted. 
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471.1 

 

471.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 

 

Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe design features that would 

reduce or prevent undesirable effects.   
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472.1 

 

472.1 – No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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473.1 

 

473.2 

 

473.1 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse 

effects. 

 

473.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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474.1 

 

 

474.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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475.1 

 

475.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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476.1 

 

476.1 – Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 

 

Purchase of this mining claim is outside the scope of the project. 
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477.1 

 

477.1 - Section 2.3.2 describes the Non-Mechanized with Access by 

Foot and Pack Stock that was eliminated from detailed study. 

 

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  
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478.1 

 

478.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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479.1 

 

479.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources” 
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480.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

480.1 - Section 2.4.1 of the EIS describes the No Action Alternative 

and the Forest Service’s inability to select this alternative. 

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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481.1 

 

 

 

 

 

481.2 

 

481.2 – No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 

481.2 - points made are located in form letter 
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482.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

482.1 – Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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483.1 

 

483.1 – Relevance of the mining rules are outside the scope of this 

project. 
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484.1 

 

 

484.1 – Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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485.1 

 

485.1 – No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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486.1 

 

 

 

486.2 

486.3 

 

486.1 - Comment noted. 

 

 

486.2 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook Salmon, and will 

provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

 

486.3 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 
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487.1 

 

487.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 
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488.1 

 

488.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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489.1 

 

 

 

 

489.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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490.1 

 

490.1 – No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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491.1 

 

491.2 

 

491.1 - Section 2.3.2 describes the Non-Mechanized with Access by 

Foot and Pack Stock that was eliminated from detailed study. 

 

491.2 - Comment noted. 
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492.1 

 

492.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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493.1 

 

493.1 - This is a small project that would take place on ground 

previously disturbed by mineral activities. 
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494.1 

 

494.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe design features that would 

reduce or prevent undesirable effects.   
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495.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

495.2 

 

 

495.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

495.2 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the EDIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook Salmon, and will 

provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 
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496.1 

 

 

 

496.2 

 

496.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 

 

496.2 - Comment noted. 
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926   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

497.1 

 

497.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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498.1 

 

498.1– No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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499.1 

 

499.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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500.1 

 

 

 

500.2 

 

500.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

500.2 - This is a small project that would take place on ground 

previously disturbed by mineral activities. 
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501.1 

 

501.1 – Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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502.1 

 

502.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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932   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

503.1 

 

503.1 - The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that 

are reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when 

valid rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 

4[d-3]). 
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504.1 

 

504.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on requirements under the Wilderness 

Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with the 

preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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934   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

505.1 

 

 

 

505.2 

 

505.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

505.2 - This is a small project that would take place on ground 

previously disturbed by mineral activities. 
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506.1 

 

 

 

 

506.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

506.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

506.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 
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936   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

507.1 

 

507.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The current relevance of the Mining Law of 1872 is outside the scope 

of this project. 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  937 

  

 

 

 

508.1 

 

508.1 - Section 2.4.1 of the EIS describes the No Action Alternative 

and the Forrest Service’s inability to select that alternative. 

 

Section 2.6 of the EIS discloses that Alternative C is agency’s 

preferred alternative. 
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938   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

509.1 

 

509.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

Any updated to the Mining Law of 1872 are outside the scope of this 

project. 
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510.1 

 

510.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

940   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

511.1 

 

511.1 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project. Section 2.4.2 describes the proposed action. 
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512.1 

 

512.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 
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942   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

513.1 

 

513.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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514.1 

 

514.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

944   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

515.1 

 

515.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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516.1 

 

516.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 
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946   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

517.1 

 

 

517.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  947 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

518.1 

 

 

518.1 - Lobbying to change the 1872 Mining Law is outside the scope 

of this project. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

948   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

519.1 

 

519.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The challenge of the 1872 Mining Law in court is outside the Forest 

Service’s scope. 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  949 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

520.1 

 

520.1- The repeal or amendment of the 1872 Mining Law is outside 

the scope of this project.  
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950   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

521.1 

 

521.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  951 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

522.1 

 

522.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

952   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

523.1 

 

523.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  953 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

524.1 

 

524.1 - How antiquated a law is currently is outside the scope of this 

project. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

954   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

525.1 

 

525.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  955 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

526.1 

 

526.1 - Section 2.3.2 discloses that the Non-mechanized with Access 

by Foot and Pack Stock alternative was eliminated from detailed 

study. 
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956   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

527.1 

 

527.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  957 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

528.1 

 

528.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

958   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

529.1 

 

529.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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530.1 

 

530.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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960   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

531.1 

 

531.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 
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532.1 

 

532.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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962   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

533.1 

 

533.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to fish including 

westslope cutthroat trout, and will provide measures to avoid or 

minimize detrimental effects. 
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Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  963 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

534.1 

 

534.1 - Section 2.3.2 discloses that the Non-mechanized with Access 

by Foot and Pack Stock alternative was eliminated from detailed 

study. 
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964   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

535.1 

535.2 

 

535.3 

 

535.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.   

 

535.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

535.3 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 
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536.1 

 

536.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

966   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

537.1 

 

 

 

537.2 

 

537.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

537.2 - The Forest Service implements laws passed by Congress. 
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538.1 

 

538.1 - No further points are identified from form letter. 
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968   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

539.1 

 

539.1- Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 
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540.1 

 

540.1 - (other points are identified in form letter) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

970   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

541.1 

 

541.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct activities 

in a manner compatible with the preservation of the wilderness 

environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where feasible, to 

minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National Forest 

surface resources”. 
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542.1 

 

542.1 - (rest are points identified in form letter) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

972   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

543.1 

 

543.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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544.1 

 

544.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

974   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

545.1 

 

 

 

 

545.1 - (other points are identified in form letter) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  975 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

546.1 

 

 

546.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 

 

Other areas for drilling are outside the scope of this project. 
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976   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

547.1 

 

547.1 - Points are identified in the form letter. 
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548.1 

 

548.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 
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549.1 

 

 

549.1 - (other points are identified in other form letter) 
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550.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

550.1 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describe road maintenance and 

reconstruction.  No reconstruction of roads would occur in the FC-

RONR wilderness.  Maintenance of roads would take place. 

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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551.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

551.1 - Points addressed in the form letter response. 
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552.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

552.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 
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553.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

553.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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554.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

554.1- Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment  
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555.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

555.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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556.1 

556.2 

556.3 

 

 

556.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

556.2 - Economic threats to the ministry of designated wilderness is 

outside the scope of this project. 

 

556.3 - Section 2.3.2 discloses that the Non-Mechanized with Access 

by Foot and Pack Stock was eliminated from detailed study.   
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557.1 

 

 

 

 

 

557.1 - Your name was added to the interested and affected list of 

people through a form letter the Forest Service received on the 

Golden Hand Project. 

 

USDA is the United States Department of Agriculture. 
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558.1 

5  

58.2 

 

 

 

 

558.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

 

558.2 - Thank you for your comment.  Rare plant surveys have been 

conducted in the area and a Biological Evaluation completed. 
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559.1 

 

559.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

559.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 

 

559.2 - Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 disclose design features that 

would reduce or prevent undesirable effects.  

 

Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describe the action alternatives B and C 

including drill pads and road maintenance and reconstruction.   No 

new roads would be constructed. 
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560.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

560.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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561.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

561.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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562.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

562.1 - Points have been identified in the form letter response. 
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563.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

563.1- Points have been identified in the form letter response. 
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564.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

564.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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565.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

565.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 
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566.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

566.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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567.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

567.1 - Section 3.4 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects to fishery and watershed resources. 
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568.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

568.1- No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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569.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

569.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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570.1 

 

 

 

570.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

570.1- No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  

 

 

570.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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571.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

571.1- No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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572.1 

 

572.2 

 

 

572.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

572.4 

 

572.5 

 

 

572.6 

 

 

572.7 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

572.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project, but does not include and needs associated with local 

economy 

 

572.2 - The causes for high unemployment in the Valley and Adams 

County area is outside the scope of this project. 

 

572.3 - Past job demises in the Valley County area is outside the 

scope of this project. 

 

572.4 - Impacts of the listing of the spotted owl are outside the scope 

of this project. 

 

572.5 - The impacts of fires and caused for environmental conditions 

conducive to large high intensity fire is outside the scope of this 

project. 

 

572.6 – Thank you for your comment. Public and professional opinion 

is varied on this subject.  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose 

and need for the project. 

 

572.7 - AIMMCO would be responsible for the cost of implementing 

the project.   
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572.8 

 

 

572.9 

 

 

 

 

572.10 

 

 

572.8 - The project does not propose a mine.  It is acknowledged 

that individuals engaged in work in the Big Creek area would 

support businesses in Yellow Pine to some degree depending on 

varying needs for commerce as they pass through. 

 

572.9 - Section 1.2 of the EIS discusses the project history and section 

3.2 discusses the history of the Golden Hand Mine Site. 

 

572.10 - Cash flow of the Forest Service is outside the scope of this 

project.  This project would not result in any revenues to the Forest 

Service. 
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573.1 

 

 

 

 

No points identified 
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574.1 

 

 

 

 

No points identified 
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575.1 

 

 

 

 

575.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 
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576.1 

 

 

 

 

 

576.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The need for renewable energy is outside the scope of this project. 
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577.1 

 

 

 

 

No points identified 
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578.1 

 

 

 

 

 

578.2 

578.3 

578.4 

578.5 

 

 

578.1 - The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that 

are reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when 

valid rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 

4[d-3]). 

 

578.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

578.3 - No “exploration” or mining is proposed. No tailings will be 

generated. 

 

578.4 - The activities described in Alternative B and C would be 

executed through the final Plan of Operations.  This plan would serve 

as the permit described in the comment. 

 

578.5 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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579.1 

 

 

 

579.2 

579.3 

579.4 

 

579.5 

 

 

579.6 

 

579.7 

 

 

579.8 

 

 

579.9 

 

579.1 - Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describe project activities that would 

occur under Alternatives B and C.  Section 2.5.1.4 lists the equipment 

to facilitate proposed operations.  

 

Section 2.4.1 of the EIS describes the No Action Alternative and the 

Forrest Service’s inability to select that alternative. 

 

579.2 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.   

 

579.3 – Placing a value on wildlife resources is out of the scope of 

required analysis.  

 

Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to reduce 

or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

579.4 - The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  

 

The Forest Service bonds for the full cost of reclamation. The FEIS 

does not provide bonding costs in the NEPA document since those 

costs cannot be calculated until an alternative is selected and a 

final plan of operation developed.  

 

Current Forest Service regulations and policy do not require the 

disclosure of reclamation bonds in NEPA documents. Including bond 

estimates in NEPA decisions would be premature. The NEPA analysis 

includes addressing mitigation and monitoring measures that 

typically require bonding but are not finalized until the NEPA 
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decision is made. Once the authorized officer makes a NEPA 

decision, the mitigation measures are incorporated by the operator 

into their plan of operations. The plan is then reviewed by the Forest 

Minerals Staff and Specialists, finalized, and the bond calculation is 

prepared. The final plan is approved contingent upon the operator’s 

submission and the Forest’s acceptance of the bond. 

 

579.5 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe design features that would 

reduce or prevent undesirable effects.   

 

579.6 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment. 

 

Section 2.3 of the EIS includes Winter Operations alternative that was 

eliminated from detailed study. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 

 

579.7 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed, including a specific analysis on sediment 

delivery.  Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish, 

and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

 

579.8 - Mitigation costs are borne by the project proponent. 

Environmental analysis is the responsibility of the Forest Service. 

 

579.9 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 
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Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

**This letter is a form letter that was sent in response to the request for 

comment.  Responses documented here will not be repeated 

elsewhere in this document.  However, in many cases commenters 

brought forward new concerns or thoughts on the project.  In those 

cases the new thoughts and concerns were addressed but  the form 

responses were not reiterated. 
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580.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

580.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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581 
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581.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

581.1 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish and sensitive fish, including Snake River 

Spring/Summer Chinook Salmon, Snake River steelhead, Columbia 

River bull trout, and westslope cutthroat trout, and will provide 

measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 
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581.2 

 

 

 

581.3 

581.4 

581.5 

 

581.6 

581.7 

581.8 

 

581.2 - Comment noted. 

581.3 - Section 3.9 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on noxious weed populations and 

the potential for spread.  Section 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project 

design features to minimize impacts from noxious weeds along with 

Forest Plan standards applicable to the project. 

581.4 – The Fisheries Specialist Report and Biological Assessment of 

effects to ESA listed fish discuss potential effects from harassment of 

fish at vehicle fords.  Additional discussion of harassment and 

poaching will be added to the final Fisheries Specialist Report. 

 

581.5 – Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

581.6 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.   

 

581.7 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

581.8 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 
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Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible.  
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582.1 

 

582.2 

 

582.3 

 

582.4 

 

 

 

 

582.5 

 

582.6 

 

582.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

582.2 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 disclose the details of Alternatives B 

and C including, “While covered below in detail in the descriptions 

the principle differences between Alterative B and Alternative C are:  

Fuel Storage would occur at Werdenhoff rather than within the FC-

RONR Wilderness under Alternative C; the use of Penn Ida for 

storage would not occur under Alternative C; Alternative C would 

further restrict the number of daily motor vehicle trips into the FC-

RONR Wilderness; and, the bunkhouse would not be used as an 

office under Alternative C.” 

 

582.3 - The project record contains a MRDG. Section 1.5 of the EIS 

discloses the purpose and need for the project including discussions 

on limits to FS authority for denying a reasonable plan of operations 

and requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a 

manner compatible with the preservation of the wilderness 

environment.  

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 

 

582.4 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  

Section 1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  

A reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

Section 2.3.2 discloses that the Non-mechanized with Access by 
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Foot and Pack Stock alternative was eliminated from detailed study. 

 

582.5 - The Forest Service is responding to a Plan of Operations.  

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations.  Section 1.5 also includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”.  While other plans 

have been conducted using non-motorized means, the Forest 

Service is responding to specifics of this Plan of Operations and the 

Purpose and Need described in Section 1.5. 

 

582.6 - The roads were constructed decades ago in conjunction with 

operations at the Golden Hand Mine site.  Section 3.2 of the EIS 

discusses the history including more recent authorizations in 1980’s.  

 

Structures in the FC-RONR wilderness and associated with the 

Werdenhoff do currently exist on the landscape, were built in 

conjunction with old mine activities at those site, and were not 

decommissioned at the close of those activities.  They are not 

currently permitted by the Forest Service.  Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of 

the EIS discuss those activities that would be permitted for each 

action alternative.  FSM 2800, Chapter 2810, Section 2818 discussed 

occupancy of NFS lands available to claimants.   

 

**This letter is a form letter that was sent in response to the request for 

comment.  Responses documented here will not be repeated 

elsewhere in this document.  However, in many cases commenters 

brought forward new concerns or thoughts on the project.  In those 

cases the new thoughts and concerns were addressed but  the form 

responses were not reiterated. 
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583.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

583.1- No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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584.1 

 

 

584.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

584.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

584.2 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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585.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

585.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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586.1 

 

 

586.2 

586.3 

 

586.4 

 

 

586.5 

 

586.1 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS discuss those activities that 

would be permitted for each action alternative.   

 

586.2 – Your characterization of water temperature and bull trout 

and steelhead distribution is consistent with the DEIS. 

 

586.3 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

586.4 - Your characterization is consistent with the EIS. 

 

586.5 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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587.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

587.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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588.1 

 

588.2 

 

588.3 

588.4 

588.5 

 

588.6 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

588.7 

 

588.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

588.2 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS discuss those activities that 

would be permitted for each action alternative.   

 

588.3 - Your characterization of water temperature and bull trout 

and steelhead distribution is consistent with the DEIS. 

 

588.4 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

588.5 -Your characterization is consistent with the EIS. 

 

588.6 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  

 

588.7 - Please see response to 588.4 
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589.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

589.1- No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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590.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

590.2 

590.3 

 

 

 

590.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   

 

590.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

590.30 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish and sensitive fish, including Snake River 

Spring/Summer Chinook Salmon, Snake River steelhead, Columbia 

River bull trout, and west slope cutthroat trout, and will provide 

measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 
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591.1 

 

 

591.2 

591.3 

591.4 

 

 

 

 

591.1 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS discuss those activities that 

would be permitted for each action alternative.   

 

591.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

591.3 – Your characterization of water temperature, and fish 

distribution is consistent with the DEIS. 

 

591.4 - Points are discussed in form letter response 
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592.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

592.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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593.1 

 

 

593.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

593.1 - Comment not legible but associated with form letter 

response. 

 

593.2 - Comment not legible but associated with form letter 

response. 
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594.1 

 

 

 

 

594.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses the effects to various resources. 
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595.1 

 

 

 

 

595.5 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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596.1 

 

 

596.2 

596.3 

596.4 

 

596.5 

 

 

 

 

596.1 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS discuss those activities that 

would be permitted for each action alternative.   

 

596.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

596.3 - Your characterization of water temperature and fish 

distribution is consistent with the DEIS. 

 

596.4 - Points covered in form letter response. 

 

596.5 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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597.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

597.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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598.1 

 

 

 

 

598.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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599.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

599.2 

599.3 

 

 

 

 

 

599.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   

 

599.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

599.3 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish and sensitive fish, including Snake River steelhead, 

and Columbia River bull trout, and will provide measures to avoid or 

minimize adverse effects. 
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600.1 

 

600.2 

 

 

 

 

 

600.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

 

600.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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601.1 

 

601.2 

 

 

 

 

601.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

601.2 - The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that 

are reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when 

valid rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 

4[d-3]). 
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602.1 

 

 

 

 

602.1 - Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses the effects to various resources. 
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603.1 

 

 

 

 

603.1 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts, including water quality, are listed in Section 2.4.4 

of the DEIS.   
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604.1 

 

 

 

 

604.2 

 

 

 

 

604.3 

 

 

 

 

604.1 - Point is covered in the form letter response. 

 

604.2 - Point is covered in the form letter response. 

 

604.3 - Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses the effects to various resources. 
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605.1  

 

 

 

 

605.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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606.1 

 

 

 

 

606.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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607.1 

 

607.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

607.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

607.1 - Your background in this arena is acknowledged. 

 

 

 

607.2 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

607.3 - This was delivered  through the FOIA process. 
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608.1 

 

608.2 

 

 

 

 

608.3 

608.4 

 

608.5 

 

608.6 

 

 

 

 

608.7 

 

608.8 

 

608.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

608.2 - Section 1.5 of the DEIS describes the purpose and need for 

the project.  

 

608.3 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  

Section 1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  

A reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

608.4 - Thank you for your comment. 

 

608.5 - The relationship between the Wilderness Act and 

development of mineral resources is addressed in Section 1.5 (page 

1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12). 

 

608.6 - Comment noted. 

 

608.7 - The activities described in Alternative B and C would be 

executed through the final Plan of Operations.  This plan would serve 

as the authorization described in the comment. 

 

608.8 - The project record includes a MRDG analysis (Minimum 

Requirements Decision Guide), addressing the need to preserve the 

Wilderness environment (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-2]) and the 

need to permit ingress and egress which have been or are being 

customarily enjoyed (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 5b) and mineral 

development activities that are reasonable and feasible. 
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609.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

609.2 

609.3 

 

 

 

609.4 

 

 

 

 

 

609.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

609.2 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish and sensitive fish, including Snake River 

Spring/Summer Chinook Salmon, and Columbia River bull trout, and 

will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

 

609.3 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

609.4 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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610.1 

 

 

 

 

610.2 

610.3 

 

610.4 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

610.1 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 of the EIS discloses the activities that 

would occur under each action alternative. 

 

610.2 – Your characterization of water temperature and fish 

distribution is consistent with the DEIS. 

 

610.3 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

610.4 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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611.1 

 

 

 

 

611.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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612.1 

 

 

 

 

 

612.1- Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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613.1 

 

 

 

 

 

613.1 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  

Section 1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  

A reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   
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614.1 

 

 

 

 

 

614.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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615.1 

 

 

 

 

615.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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616.1 

 

 

 

 

616.2 

 

 

 

 

616.1 - Section 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 discloses activities that would occur 

under either action alternative. 

 

Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  Section 

1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  A 

reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

616.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations  
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617.1 

 

617.2 

 

 

617.1 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  

Section 1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  

A reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

617.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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618.1 

 

618.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

618.3 

 

618.1- No mining is proposed. Exercising valid existing rights is a 

component of both the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central Idaho 

Wilderness Act of 1980. 

 

618.2 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   

 

618.3 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

1056   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

619.1 

 

 

619.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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620.1 

 

620.2  

 

620.3 

 

 

620.4 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

620.1 – Your characterization of water temperature and fish 

distribution is consistent with the DEIS.  

 

620.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

620.3 - Comment noted. 

 

620.4 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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621.1 

 

 

621.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

621.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 

 

621.2 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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622.1 

 

 

622.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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623.1 

 

 

 

 

623.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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624.1 

 

 

624.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations  
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625.1 

625.2 

 

 

625.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

625.2 – Thank you for your comment. 
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626.1 

 

 

 

 

 

626.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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627.1 

627.2 

 

 

627.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the 

adverse environmental impacts on National Forest surface 

resources”. 

 

627.2 – Thank you for your comment. 
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628.1 

 

 

628.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The project record contains a specialist report on climate change.  

Section 3.15 discloses natural or depletable resource requirements 

and conservation potential. 
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629.1 

 

 

 

 

629.1 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 
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630.1 

630.2 

 

 

 

 

630.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

630.4 

630.5 

 

 

630.1 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

630.2 – Your characterization of fish distribution is consistent with the 

DEIS. 

 

630.3 - Section 2.3.2 describes the Non-mechanized with Access by 

Foot and Pack Stock alternative that was eliminated from detailed 

study.   

 

Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  Section 

1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  A 

reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

630.4 - Comment noted. 

 

630.5 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

and sensitive fish, including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and Columbia River bull trout, and will provide measures to 

avoid or minimize adverse effects. 
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631.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

631.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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632.1 

 

 

 

 

632.1- No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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633.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

633.1 - The project does not propose to sell lands or changed the 

wilderness designation in this area. 
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634.1 

 

 

 

 

 

634.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

and sensitive fish, including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and Columbia River bull trout, and will provide measures to 

avoid or minimize adverse effects. 
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635.1 

 

 

 

 

635.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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636.1 

 

 

 

 

 

636.1 - Appendix C discloses monitoring requirements.  Sections 

2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe the project’s design features to 

reduce or eliminate impacts. 

 

The FEIS will disclose the Forest Service’s final evaluation of the 

project. 
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637.1 

 

 

 

 

 

637.1- Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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638.1 

 

 

 

 

638.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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639.1 

 

 

 

 

 

639.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts, 

including water quality, are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A 

Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis 

of effects to ESA listed fish and sensitive fish, including Snake River 

Spring/Summer Chinook Salmon, and Columbia River bull trout, and 

will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 
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640.1 

 

 

 

640.2 

 

640.3 

 

 

640.1 - Chapter 2 of the EIS describes the range of alternatives.  

Section 1505.1(e) requires a range of alternatives to be considered.  

A reasonable range of alternative depends on the nature of the 

proposal and the facts in each case.  Alternative C described in 

Section 2.4.3 of the EIS was designed to respond to issues discussed 

in Section 1.10 of the EIS.   

 

640.2 - Section 2.3.2 describes the Non-Mechanized with Access by 

Foot and Pack Stock alternative that was eliminated from detailed 

study. 

 

640.3 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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641.1 

 

 

 

 

 

641.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

1080   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

642.1 

 

 

642.2 

 

642.3 

642.4 

 

642.5 

 

 

642.6 

 

 

 

642.1 -  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 

 

642.2 - The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that 

are reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when 

valid rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 

4[d-3]). 

 

642.3 – Your characterization of water temperature and fish 

distribution is consistent with the DEIS. 

 

642.4 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

642.5 - Outside the back room politic assertion, the characterization 

is consistent with the EIS. 

 

642.6 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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643.1 

643.2 

 

 

 

 

643.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

643.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 
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644.1 

 

 

 

 

644.1 -  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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645.1 

 

 

 

 

 

645.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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646.1 

 

646.2 

 

 

646.3 

 

646.4 

 

 

 

 

646.1 - Section 2.4.1 of the EIS describes the No Action Alternative 

and the Forrest Service’s inability to select that alternative. 

 

646.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

646.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 

 

646.4 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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647.1 

647.2 

 

647.3 

 

 

647.1 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

647.2 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

and sensitive fish, including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and Columbia River bull trout, and will provide measures to 

avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

 

647.3 - Section 2.4.1 of the EIS describes the No Action Alternative 

and the Forrest Service’s inability to select that alternative. 
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648.1 

 

 

 

 

648.2 

 

 

684.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

and sensitive fish, including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and Columbia River bull trout, and will provide measures to 

avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

 

684.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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649.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

649.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations 
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650.1 

650.2 

 

 

650.1 - The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that 

are reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when 

valid rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 

4[d-3]). 

 

650.2 - Section 3.10 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects to air quality. 
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651.1 

 

 

651.1 - What remains of a natural setting over the continental US is 

outside the scope of this project. 
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652.1 

 

 

 

 

652.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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653.1 

 

 

653.2 

 

 

653.3 

 

 

653.4 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

653.1 - The roads were constructed decades ago in conjunction with 

operations at the Golden Hand Mine site.  Section 3.2 of the EIS 

discusses the history including more recent authorizations in 1980’s. 

 

653.2 - Appendix C of the EIS describes the project’s monitoring.  

Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe design features that would 

reduce or prevent undesirable effects.   

 

653.3 - Section 1.2 of the EIS discloses the project’s history.  And, 

Section 3.2 of the EIS discloses the history of the Golden Hand Mine 

site. 

 

653.4 - Section 2.4.1 of the EIS describes the No Action Alternative 

and the Forrest Service’s inability to select that alternative. 
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654.1 

 

 

 

 

654.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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655.1 

 

 

 

 

 

655.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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656.1 

 

656.2 

 

 

 

 

 

656.1 -  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

656.2 - Other points have been addressed in the form letter 

response. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  1095 

  

 

 

 

 

 

657.1 

 

 

 

657.2 

 

 

657.1 - The project does not propose to sell any land within the 

National Forest. 

 

657.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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658.1 

 

 

 

658.2 

 

 

 

 

658.1 - Treatment of mining proposals is generally outside the scope 

of this project.  However, all mineral proposals on National Forest are 

subject to same CFR, FSH, and FSM requirements. 

 

 

658.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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659.1 

 

 

659.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

Chapter 3 discloses the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects to 

various resources. 
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660.1 

 

 

660.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts, 

including water quality, are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A 

Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis 

of effects to ESA listed fish and will provide measures to avoid or 

minimize adverse effects. 
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661.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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662.1 

662.2 

662.3 

 

 

662.1 - Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the proposed activities.   

 

662.2 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts, 

including water quality, are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A 

Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis 

of effects to ESA listed fish and sensitive fish, including Snake River 

Spring/Summer Chinook Salmon, and Columbia River bull trout, and 

will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

 

662.3 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 
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663.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

663.2 

 

 

663.3 

 

 

663.1 – Comment noted. Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project 

design features to reduce or eliminate project effects including 

those related to wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, 

indirect, and cumulative effects of the project on wildlife 

resources.  Section 2.5.4, 2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for 

wildlife species.  This project would not result in take to ESA listed 

wildlife species nor would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife 

species.  The project record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS 

has concurred with a may affect, not likely to adversely affect 

determination for lynx. 

 

663.2 - The FC-RONR is designated wilderness.   

 

663.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations 
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664.1 

 

 

 

 

664.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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665.1 

 

 

 

 

665.1 - The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that 

are reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when 

valid rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 

4[d-3]). 
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666.1 

 

 

 

 

666.1 - Section 2.4.1 of the EIS describes the No Action Alternative 

and the Forrest Service’s inability to select that alternative. 
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667.1 

 

 

667.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 

 

Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe design features that would 

reduce or prevent undesirable effects.   
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668.1 

 

 

 

 

 

668.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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669.1 

 

 

 

669.1 - A comparison of mines to undisturbed wild places is outside 

the scope of this project.   

 

Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and cumulative 

effects of the action alternatives. 
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670.1 

 

 

 

 

670.1 - Section 2.4.1 of the EIS describes the No Action Alternative 

and the Forrest Service’s inability to select that alternative. 
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671.1 
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672.1 

 

 

 

 

 

672.1 - Section 2.4.1 of the EIS describes the No Action Alternative 

and the Forrest Service’s inability to select that alternative. 
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673.1 

 

 

 

 

 

673.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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674.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

674.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  1113 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

675.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

675.1- No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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676.1 

 

 

 

676.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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677.1 

 

 

 

677.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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678.1 

 

 

 

 

 

678.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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679.1 

 

 

 

 

 

679.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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680.1 

 

 

 

 

 

680.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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681.1 

 

 

 

 

 

681.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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682.1 

 

 

 

682.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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683.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

683.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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684.1 

 

 

 

684.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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685.1 

 

 

 

685.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

685.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

 

 

685.2 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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686.1 

 

 

 

 

 

686.1 - Section 2.4.1 of the EIS describes the No Action Alternative 

and the Forrest Service’s inability to select that alternative. 
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687.1 

 

 

 

 

687.1 -  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 

 

Other areas where gold mining can go are outside the scope of this 

project. 
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688.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

688.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts, 

including to water quality, are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A 

Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis 

of effects to ESA listed fish and sensitive fish, including Snake River 

Spring/Summer Chinook Salmon, and Columbia River bull trout, and 

will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 
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689.1 

 

 

 

 

689.1 - Section 2.3.2 discusses the Non-Mechanized with Access by 

Foot and Pack Stock alternative which was eliminated from detailed 

study. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  1129 

  

 

 

 

690.1 

 

 

690.2 

 

 

 

 

690.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

690.2 - Points are covered in the form letter response. 
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691.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

691.1- No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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692.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

692.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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693.1 

 

 

 

 

 

693.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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694.1 

 

 

 

 

694.1 - Point covered in the form letter response. 
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695.1 

695.2 

 

 

695.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

695.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 
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696.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

696.1- No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

1136   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

697.1 

697.2 

 

 

 

 

 

697.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts, 

including to water quality, are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A 

Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis 

of effects to ESA listed fish and sensitive fish, including Snake River 

Spring/Summer Chinook Salmon, and Columbia River bull trout, and 

will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations 

 

697.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  1137 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

698.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

698.1- No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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699.1 

 

 

 

 

 

699.1 - Points are covered in the form letter response. 
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700.1 

 

 

 

 

700.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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701.1 

 

 

 

 

701.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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702.1 

 

 

 

 

702.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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703.1 

 

 

 

703.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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704.1 

704.2 

704.3 

 

 

704.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations 

 

704.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

704.3 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize 

resource impacts, including water quality, are listed in Section 2.4.4 

of the DEIS.   
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705.1 

705.2 

705.3 

 

 

705.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

705.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations 

 

705.3 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 
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706.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

706.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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707.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

707.2 

 

 

 

 

 

707.1- Points covered by the form letter response. 

 

707.2  - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to reduce 

or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 
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708.1 

 

 

 

 

 

708.2 

 

 

 

 

708.1 - Points covered by form letter response. 

 

 

708.2 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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709.1 

 

709.2 

 

 

 

 

709.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

709.2 - The Forest Service is responding to a Plan of Operations.  

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations.   
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710.1 

 

 

 

 

 

710.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

1150   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

711.1 

 

 

 

 

711.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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712.1 

 

 

712.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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713.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

713.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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714.1 

 

 

 

714.1- Points are covered by the form letter response. 
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715.1 

 

 

 

 

715.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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716.1 

 

 

 

 

 

716.1 - The project does not propose to convert wilderness. Section 

1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

 

1156   Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project 

  

 

 

 

 

717.1 

 

 

 

 

 

717.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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718.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

718.1 -  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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719.1 

 

 

 

 

 

719.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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720.1 

 

 

 

 

720.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   
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721.1 

 

721.2 

 

 

 

 

 

721.1 - Points are covered in the form letter response. 

 

721.2 -  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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722.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

722.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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723.1 

 

 

 

 

723.1 - Section 3.10 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of alternatives on air quality. 
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724.1 

 

 

 

 

 

724.1 - Points are covered in the form letter response. 
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725.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

725.1- No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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726.1 

 

 

 

 

 

726.1- No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.  
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727.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

727.1 - Points are covered in form letter response. 
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728.1 

 

728.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

728.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations 

 

728.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 
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729.1 

 

 

 

729.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations 
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730.1 

 

 

 

 

 

730.2 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

730.1– Not all species listed occur in the project area or in the FC-

RNR.  

 

Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to reduce 

or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 

 

 

 

 

 

730.2 - Points are covered in the form letter response. 
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731.1 

 

 

 

 

731.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations 
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732.1 

 

 

 

 

 

732.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

and sensitive fish, including Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook 

Salmon, and Columbia River bull trout, and will provide measures to 

avoid or minimize adverse effects. 
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733.1 

 

 

 

 

 

733.1 -  Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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734.1 

 

 

734.2 

 
 

 

 

 

734.1 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

734.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 
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735.1 

 

 

 

 

735.1 - Green energy availability is outside the scope of this project. 
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736 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

736.1 

 

 

736.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe design features that would 

reduce or prevent undesirable effects.   
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737.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

737.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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738.1 

 

 

 

 

 

738.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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739.1 

 

 

 

739.1 - Points covered by the form letter response. 
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740.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

740.1 - No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  1181 

  

 

 

 

 

741.1 

 

 

 

 

 

741.1 - The project does not propose mining underground.  Section 

2.4.2 and 2.4.3 describe activities associated with alternatives A and 

B. 
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742.1 

 

 

 

 

742.1 - Points covered by form letter response. 
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743.1 

 

743.2 

 

743.3 

 

743.4 

 

 

743.1 - The project does not propose to mine for gold.  Section 2.4.2 

and 2.4.3 describe activities associated with alternatives A and B.  

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 

 

743.2 - Point covered by form letter response. 

 

743.3 - As noted throughout the EIS, protection and propagation of 

Wilderness is mandated by the 1964 Wilderness Act and the Central 

Idaho Wilderness Act of 1980 which is the underpinning of Forest 

Service management of this area.  The relationship between the 

Wilderness Act and development of mineral resources is addressed 

in Section 1.5 (page 1-6) and again in Section 3.3 (pages 3-11– 3-12).  

Clearly work to development mineral resources in the Wilderness will 

impact that resource and have a degrading effect on the 

Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management dilemma – 

respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of legitimate 

mineral development while protecting the Wilderness environment 

as mandated by law.   

 

 

743.4 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 
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744.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

744.1- No new points were identified in this version of the form letter.   
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745.1 

 

 

 

 

745.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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746.1 

 

 

 

 

 

746.1 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may affect, not likely to adversely affect determination for lynx. 
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748 
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748.1 

 

 

 

 

748.2 

 

 

 

748.3 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

748.1 – The project record contains the summary output from the 

Streamstats model, which includes model parameters. 

 

 

 

 

 

748.2 – The citation for Raleigh (1994) is provided on page 5 of the 

DEIS bibliography.  The citation includes the location of the 

unpublished report as the Krassel Ranger District, Payette National 

Forest.  

 

 

 

748.3 – The url has been corrected 

 

 



  Response to Comments 

Golden Hand No. 1 and No. 2 Lode Mining Claims Project  1189 
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749.1 

749.2 

749.3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

749.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish 

and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

 

749.2 - No rare plants were found during field surveys and design 

features intended to minimize disturbances to local flora have been 

included. 

 

749.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

Appendix C discusses the project’s monitoring. 
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750.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

750.1 - The Forest Service is responding to a Plan of Operations.  

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations. 
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751.1 

 

 

 

751.2 

 

 

751.3 

 

751.4 

 

751.5 

 

751.6 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

751.1 - A portion of the project area does fall within the FC-RONR 

Wilderness.   Section 1.3 of the EIS describes the project area 

including that portion within wilderness. 

 

751.2 - Your characterization is consistent with the EIS descriptions. 

 

751.3 – Thank you for your comment regarding potential effects if a 

mine were to be developed.   

 

751.4 - Your characterization is consistent with the EIS descriptions. 

 

751.5 - Your characterization is consistent with the EIS descriptions. 

 

751.6 - Clearly work to development mineral resources in the 

Wilderness will impact that resource and have a degrading effect 

on the Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management 

dilemma – respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of 

legitimate mineral development while protecting the Wilderness 

environment.  
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751.7 

 

 

 

751.8 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

751.7 - No mining is proposed. 

 

751.8 - Section 3.3 of the EIS discloses the project impacts to 

wilderness character.  Section 2.5 of the EIS compares alternatives 

and summarizes that Alternatives B and C would both adversely 

affect natural integrity, untrammeled condition, solitude, and 

primitive recreation.   
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752.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

752.2 

 

 

 

 

 

752.3 

 

 

752.4 

 

 

 

752.5 

752.6 

 

752.7 

 
 

752.1 - Chapter 3 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the alternatives on various resources.   

 

752.2 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project.  Sections 2.4.2 and 2.4.3 disclose the activities that would 

occur with Alternatives B and C.  Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 

describe design features that would reduce or prevent undesirable 

effects.   

 

752.3 - Section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the 

fisheries and watershed, including a specific analysis on water 

quality.  A Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion (Project 

Record) will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish.  The 

Biological Assessment will have a detailed assessment of the 

potential for drilling operations to contaminate groundwater and 

surface water.   

 

752.4 - The Biological Assessment (Project Record) will have a 

detailed assessment of the potential for drilling operations to 

contaminate groundwater. 

 

752.5 – No rare plants are know from the area but design features 

provide protection to any that could occur in the area. 

752.6 Zurstadt - Design features intended to minimize resource 

impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish and will provide measures to avoid or minimize 

adverse effects. 

 

752.7 - Section 2.4.2.2, 2.4.3.2, and 2.4.4 describe design features 

that would reduce or prevent undesirable effects.  Section 1.5 of the 

EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project including 

requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a 

manner compatible with the preservation of the wilderness 

environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where feasible, to 

minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National Forest 

surface resources”. 
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753.1 

 

 

 

 

 

753.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations 
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754.1 

754.2 

754.3 

754.4 

 

 

754.5 

 

 

754.1 - The process for granting claims is outside the scope of this 

project. 

 

754.2 - Sections 2.4.4 of the EIS discloses project design features to 

reduce or eliminate project effects including those related to 

wildlife.  Section 3.6 of the EIS discloses the direct, indirect, and 

cumulative effects of the project on wildlife resources.  Section 2.5.4, 

2.5.5 discloses the effects determinations for wildlife species.  This 

project would not result in take to ESA listed wildlife species nor 

would it lead to listing of any sensitive wildlife species.  The project 

record contains a BA and BE for wildlife.  USFWS has concurred with 

a may effect, not likely to adversely effect determination for lynx. 

 

754.3 - Botanical surveys were conducted in the area and the 

design features in Section 2.4.4 will be used to protect native flora. 

 

754.4 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including requirements under the Wilderness Act to conduct 

activities in a manner compatible with the preservation of the 

wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 228.8, “…. Where 

feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental impacts on National 

Forest surface resources”. 

 

754.5 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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755.1 

 

 

 

 

 

755.1 - Design features intended to minimize resource impacts are 

listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological Assessment and 

Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects to ESA listed fish, 

and will provide measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects.  The 

Biological Assessment will have a detailed assessment of the 

potential for drilling operations to contaminate groundwater and 

surface water. 
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756.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

756.4 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 
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757.1 

 

 

 

757.2 

 

 

 

757.3 

 
 

 

757.1 - Clearly work to development mineral resources in the 

Wilderness will impact that resource and have a degrading effect 

on the Wilderness.  This is indeed the crux of the FS management 

dilemma – respecting the claimant’s legal rights for purposes of 

legitimate mineral development while protecting the Wilderness 

environment.  

 

757.2 - Thank you for your comment regarding potential effects from 

development of a mine.  Specific to the proposed drilling project 

section 3.4 of the DEIS provides an analysis of effects to the fisheries 

and watershed.  Design features intended to minimize resource 

impacts are listed in Section 2.4.4 of the DEIS.  A Biological 

Assessment and Biological Opinion will provide an analysis of effects 

to ESA listed fish, and will provide measures to avoid or minimize 

adverse effects. 

 

757.3 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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758.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

758.1 - Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the 

project including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations and requirements under the 

Wilderness Act to conduct activities in a manner compatible with 

the preservation of the wilderness environment and includes 36 CFR 

228.8, “…. Where feasible, to minimize the adverse environmental 

impacts on National Forest surface resources”. 

 

The Wilderness Act allows for surface disturbing activities that are 

reasonably incident to mining or processing operations when valid 

rights have been found to exist (U.S. Congress 1964, Section 4[d-3]). 
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759.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

759.1 - While the project would use fossil fuels to implement; the Plan 

of Operation is not intended to extract fossil fuels.  Section 2.4.2 and 

2.4.3 discuss the activities that would occur under Alternatives B and 

C.   

 

Section 1.5 of the EIS discloses the purpose and need for the project 

including discussions on limits to FS authority for denying a 

reasonable plan of operations  
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760 
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760.1 

 

 

 

 

 

760.1 - Comments on the Golden Meadows Project are outside the 

scope of this project. 
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